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E pecutive Director Patri KEX EMiealy. “As previous previously advised, President tma Aes 
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EP O'Hara and Executive Committee.member Thomas RySspellerberg wi who were i 
originally scheduled to attend this meeting ; could not be in Washington because SN 
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other commitments. 


The Director opened this conference after personally greeting each of 
the participants by thahking the officers of this organization for their support and 
for the very fine resolution adopted by the organization's Board of Directors last 
March. He noted that the Bureau was receiving many brickbats and it was always 
a pleasure to also receive some bouquets, particularly from an organization f, this 
type. He noted the e the FBI and law enforcement in general to, have/ sf ong Q 
public support and commented on the President's statement last week indic the S 
President's Mn su pport of law enforcement. The Director noted that t yews 


public relations man in the epartment and Guthman's: present attitude grew out of E 
an anti- Bureau attitude he developed while with the Department. The Director also § 

“noted that Warren Matthews of the "New York Times" was on its Board of di tors E 
and.even today denies that EY isa "OM although Castro has publicly 
admitted-it.^ , | 7 d. ?3p57— 77 * 

a The Divóctór A on NE sMisdal of charges 43 47 Bob 
Seale and the Black Panthers in Connecticut and said that he felt this was wrong. 
He stated that i ibyuay be very hard to; get anlinipartial p Jj if the Government _ - 
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does not have a chance to try the entire system fails. The Director said that if 
the police are going to do the job expected of them their investigations must be 
backed up with vigorous prosecutions. 


The Director noted that there were many problems with courts in 
the country but part of the problem emanated from the Supreme Court in some 
of those decisions that had been rendered. He pointed out that the President's 
two appointments to the Supreme Court of Chief Justice Burger and Justice: Harry 
Blackmun were excellent and indicated the President's desire to PREISEN the Sourt o 
gain more support for law enforcement. ae 


The Director commented regarding the Chief Justice's ore before 
the American Law Institute in which the Chief Justice made a plea for "civility" . 
in courts and in which the Chief Justice admonished those lawyers who use dis- | 
ruptive tactics. The Director said he had no use for such shysters as Kuntsler 
and Garry who spend their time blaming judges and endeavoring to cause mistrials. 
The Director indicated his respect for Judge Julius Hoffman who sat during the 
trial of the "Chicago 8" and who was faced with disruptive tactics throughout the 
trial. The Director indicated he felt that perhaps the contempt sentences Judge 
Hoffman imposed may not be upheld but he admired the Judge for his guts in 
handling that situation. 


The Director stated that all in law enforcement, which includes the 
prosecutors as well, are faced with efforts to destroy their reputations. 


The Director advised these men of the 11% increase in 1970 of serious 
crimes and particularly of the 12% increase in violent crimes across the Nation. 
He told them in detail of the operations of the National Crime Information Center 
(NCIC), how it operates, and of its success in assisting law enforcement using an 
‘interesting factual case to illustrate how fugitives can be identified in a matter of 
minutes. 


Mr. Hoover then spoke of the Computerized Criminal History Program 
currently being organized by the Bureau and of the safeguards being placed in this 
program from the beginning to insure that information is available only to authorized 
agencies. He told them that there is a great "hue and cry" from many sources 
opposing the growing use of computers but assured the District Attorneys that the 
system being developed by the FBI with advice from law enforcement representatives 
from across the Nation will safeguard the rights of the individual. 


The ‘Director commented on the FBI headquarters presently under 
construction and the need for the FBI to consolidate its operations under one roof. 
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Mr. Hoover then went into the Bureau's ‘responsibilities in the field 
of internal security, [noting that there were 344 known or suspected Soviet and 


Soviet Bloc intelligence personnel assigned to the U. S.[&&te then discussed the |!) 
Black Panther Party and its openly proclaimed progràm and activities in assaulting 
and killing police. The Director noted that in 1970 there were 159 racial incidents 
involving crowd violence which was a 25% increase over the prior year and that 
there had already been 27 racial disorders in 1971. ‘He pointed out that a great 
number of Weatherman leaders were Bureau fugitives and it seemed many fugitives 
headed for Algeria because we have no Extradition Treaty with that country. 

The Director then told this delegation of the facts concerning his testimony about 
the East Coast Conspiracy to Save Lives before an Executive Committee of the 
Senate and how the Senate subcommittee released that information. The Director 
noted that indictments have been returned and stated that our prosecutive case : 

was strong. He said that members of this group had become disillusioned because 
they had discovered that Father Philip Berrigan had misled them when he initially 
disclaimed any involvement in this plot. 


The Director discussed attacks on police officers which had resulted 
in 86 police officers being killed in 1969,. 100 in 1970, and 51 so far in 1971. He 
stated that we have been giving the full resources of the FBI to local authorities 
but pointed out that there had been a meeting of law enforcement officials with 
the President, the Attorney General, and the Director at the White House last 
week in which this problem was discussed. The Director said that henceforth the 
Bureau will, upon the request from the local department, enter into a full investi- 
gation on the killing or felonious assault of a police officer. The Director pointed 
out that he was opposed to a national police force and that any police department 
took great pride in solving its own cases involving assaults on its own personnel. 
Accordingly, the Director vigorously opposes legislation trying’ to; ‘make attacks 
on police a Federal crime. He said that much of this legislation: goes overboard, 
also including attacks on firemen, judges, and even sanitation workers., He thought 
that these matters should remain problems for local authorities añd.not the FBI 
since every attempt to get the FBI into these cases detracts from the police or 
local agencies. The Director stated that the FBI wants to offer its full cooperation 
when a police officer is attacked but the police agency involved should remain in 
charge of the investigation, particularly that part of the investigation within its 
own jurisdiction. 


The next topic was the Department of Justice policy involving Inter- 
state Transportation of Stolen Motor Vehicle prosecutions. The Director said 
he hoped this organization would take an official stand opposing the Departmental 
guidelines since he felt that this was a matter for Federal jurisdiction. He pointed 
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It will be recalled that when the Director met with the key officers, 
of captioned organization on 6-8-71 he discussed the Department's policy , 
guidelines on automobile theft cases which relegate most cases to local 
prosecution. The Director said he hoped this organization would take an 
official position regarding this. : 
Herington has received a letter from Patrick F. Healy, Executive 
Director of this organization, enclosing the attached resolution which was 
passed by this organization in 1967 when the Department was making efforts to 
cut back on the prosecution of these cases federally. The resolution urges 
prompt and vigorous Federal prosecution of automobile theft cases where the 
Federal Government has jurisdiction under the Interstate Transportation of 
Stolen Motor Vehicle statute. 


Healy advised that officers of the organization had talked to Assistant 
Attorney General Will Wilson about this during the time they were in Washington 
urging the Department to abandon its current policy. Wilson said he thought 
something could be worked out. Healy said they would pursue this and ‘keep 
Herington advised of any developments. 


The Bureau is aware that the Department is currently studying the 
effects of the guidelines but there is no current indication as to whether. the 
Department may or may not modify them. s 10 
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records, pointing out that we have no objection whatsoever to returning fingerprints 
to submitting agencies but that we simply could not send fingerprints back to "every 
Tom, Dick, and Harry" who asked for them. 


The Director pointed out that during the past few months we had hired 
1,000 new Agents and had processed them through our training program. He stated 
he ‘was very pleased that two-thirds of these new Agents had served as military 
officers and that they were persons able to confront a problem and make decisions. 
He said that ability is certainly necessary for Agents who are in the field investigat- 
ing their own cases and who cannot run to their superiors to keep asking for advice. 
He pointed out that the FBI is very tightly disciplined and that he believed there 
must be a high degree of discipline for all its employees because that has been a 
part of its success. 


District Attorney Carol Vance asked the Director for his opinion of 
the task forces presently being sent out by the Department of Justice since a survey 
is being made in Houston for such a task force. The Director said that it depends 
entirely upon the type of area. He said there are presently 21 task forces in opera- 
tion and that he had heard one was contemplated for Houston although he was not 
aware of any large-scale organized criminal activity in the Houston area,. The 
Director noted, however, that Assistant Attorney General Will Wilson had the’: 
responsibility for these task forces and that he was originally from te Ln 
this one may have been instigated by Wilson. 


District Attorney Paul Klasen of Ephrata, Washington, stated that 
he came from one of the smaller jurisdictions and he wanted the Director to know 
how greatly he appreciated the FBI's assistance that has been given his office, 
particularly in furnishing FBI Laboratory experts who have often played a great 
role in helping him obtain successful prosecutions. The Director stated this is 
certainly what our Laboratory services are provided for and that he wished that 
the local departments: Would. use the Laboratory to its fullest extent. He said 
that after all it was: ‘funded’ by taxpayers! money and its purpose was to provide a 
service for the taxpayers. 


The Director commented further on several specific matters pertaining 
to the unjustified criticism’ of: the FBI. -He told these gentlemen of SAC Richard G. 
Held's (Minneapolis Office) putting Senator McGovern in his place at a Bankers 
Association Meeting when Held told McGovern that he was attacking the whole FBI 
by relying on disgruntled employees and former employees who had been misfits. 
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The Director noted that a number of news reporters today are nothing 
but scavengers and cited in particular Jack Anderson and Jack Nelson of the "Los 
Angeles Times." He said that some papers, particularly some in a few of the 
larger metropolitan areas, were definitely anti-law enforcement and he cited 
papers such as "The Washington Post," "The New York Times, " "The New York 
Post, " "The St. Louis Post-Dispatch, " "The Los Angeles Times, ' and so forth. 
The Director said that he often noted that if St. Peter himself had been made head 
of a police department in one of those cities they would find fault with him. 


District Attorney Joseph Busch of Los Angeles said that there were a 
number of civil rights cases being prosecuted in his area against local law enforce- 
ment officers. He stated that he thought the FBI was doing an absolutely great job 
and that his mentioning this was certainly no criticism of the FBI but since these 
cases were concentrated in his area he wondered whether this indicated that the 
Department might be aiming at that area! He said that he thought they had a fine 


police department and sheriffs office and that prosecutions of this type could do a 


great deal to damage the ‘image of all law enforcement. The Director commented 
that the Los Angeles Police Department and the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Office 
were two of the finest law enforcement agencies in the country and that he thought 
that Chief Davis of Los Angeles was the best Chief of Police Los Angeles had had 

in.a long time. He said that Chief Davis was at the recent meeting in the White House 
and that he had been very impressed with the remarks made by Chief Davis at the 

end of that meeting and had said that the Chief should be commended for the very 


fine impression that he made. The Director said that in his opinion whenever the 


FBI instituted an investigation in the civil rights field we should notify the head of 
the department because any reputable Chief is just as anxious as we are to correct 
any misconduct. 'The.Director said that he could perceive no effort "to get California" 


but that some of the young attorneys in the Civil Rights Division of the Department 


were "eager beavers" and with their attitude they were hunting for spectacular cases 
where they could get a lot of publicity. He said that bringing cases in the Los 
Angeles area gave them an opportunity to use "The Los Angeles Times" which is 
hostile to law enforcement and thus they did get a spectacular spread. 


The Director noted that some of these young attorneys in the Department 
he would not even consider as Agent material. The Director went into detail as 
to the care taken in FBI investigations and the fact that the FBI in no way makes 
xecommendations to the Department but merely presents the results of our 
investigations. He noted that like in the Kent (University) investigation the Depart- 
ment's analysis is sometimes falsely attributed to the FBI. He pointed out that 
a memorandum prepared from our reports by the Department was quoted in the 
press as an FBI analysis and containing recommendations. The Director reiterated 
that the FBI does not make any recommendations or apalysis of a situation. He 
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out that the Dyer Act had been enacted because of the difficulties encountered 

by states in prosecuting automobile cases where witnesses had to be transported 
great distances at state expense. He stated that it was unfair to place this 
burden on the states and that it was our experience that under the current guide- 
lines many of the states are simply not fulfilling their responsibilities. In 
connection with the Director's.comments on this point, but much later in the 
meeting, District Attorney: John Price of Sacramento, California, pointed out 
that he currently has a case in. "Which a tractor-trailer was stopped just within 
his jurisdiction to be weighed: át which time it was discovered it was stolen in 
Iowa. .He says he now bas a case on his hands involving this tractor-trailer 
where his county only has interest in the fact that the rig had barely entered into 
his county. He felt that this has placed a great burden on him to bring witnesses... 
all the way from Iowa and he was sure that the Iowa authorities would feel the 
Same way. The Director said this was indeed the problem and something the 
Federal government can cope with because of its broad jurisdiction. 


CarolS. Vance of Houston, Texas, advised that his state had endeavored 
to enact legislation requiring identifying numbers on numerous locations on most 
| parts of an automobile because they had run into several cases in which car rings 
were stealing cars, stripping and interchanging parts to frustrate identification. 
He stated that this had been vigorously opposed by the auto manufacturers who 
stated that they would have to build cars differently for Texas and for every 
other state and also that it would be impossible to make foreign manufacturers 
comply. The Director commented that this technique would undoubtedly be of 
great assistance and was something that possibly could be ‘pushed on a national 
level, (Our Texas offices should be familiar with this proposed legislation and 
should be able to furnish the General Investigative Division sufficient information 
for an analysis as to the desirability of encouraging such legislation on a national 
level.) 


The Director commented on the Bureau's accomplishments in the 
organized crime field, noting that our investigations had led to 461 convictions 
of top-level hoodlums in 1970 and over 470 convictions of organized crime figures 
already in this fiscal year. He stated that there are an additional 1, 808 organized 
crime figures whose cases were in various stages of prosecution. 


The Director then mentioned our new training facilities under 
construction at Quantico, Virginia, and how, upon its completion, we will be 
able to greatly expand our services of training law enforcement officers. He 
also told these prosecutors of our great volume in the Identification Division and 
of the problems we are encountering because some agencies fail to submit proper 
dispositions. He also set forth our policy with regard to expunging fingerprint. 
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Honorable William B Randall (President): 
^y = 
District Attorney, St. Paul, Minnesota. He ` was born in 1916 
and admitted to the bar in 1941 after receiving his LL. B. degree from 
the University of Minnesota. He is currently on the Bureau's Special 
Correspondents List. There is no derogatory information contained 
in Bureau files. We have had cordial relations and correspondence 
with Mr. Randall including the Director's letter to him dated 3-22-71 
expressing appreciation for the Association's resolution commending 
the Director's leadership of the FBI and of law enforcement. 
Mr. Randall was in the group which visited the Director's Office on 
11-14-69. . POLTTO OR pe] mam WT] 


Mr. Patrick E ealy (Executive Director): 5 
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Mr. Healy was born in 1931 and received his LL. B. degree from 
DePaul University Law Schoolin 1960. He served as Assistant United 
States Attorney in Chicago from 1964 until 1967. He has a very high 
regard for the Director and for the Bureau and our relations with him 
have been excellent. He is on the Special Correspondents Mailing List. 
Mr. Healy, as the Executive Director of the permanent staff of this 
organization, is an extremely hard worker who is very highly respected 
by the officers and directors of the Association and by many other 
prominent individuals outside the organization with whom he comes in 
contact. Healy was included in the group which visited the Director's 
Office in November, 1967, and Se mds 


Mr. Carol S Vance (Vice President): 


D 

District Attorney, Houston, Texas. He was born in 1933 and 
was admitted to the bar in 1957 after obtaning his LL. B. degree from 
the University of Texas. He is well known to the SAC in Houston and 
relations with him have been excellent. Bureau files contain no derogatory 
information concerning him. Additionally, he is the Chairman of the 
Law Enforcement Committee of the Criminal Law Section of the American 
Bar Association. Inspector Herington is Vice Chairman of that Committee. 
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Mr. Thomas R. A Stier berg (Executive Committee): - 


District om Tiffin, Ohio. Mr. Spellerberg yas born 

in 1925 and admitted to the bar in 1951 after receiving his LL. B. and 

J.D. degrees from Ohio State University. He applied for the position 

of Special Agent in the FBI in January, 1951. His school records 

indicate he had been considered fit for only limited service in the 

military because of his eyesight. He also had a very slight speaking 

difficulty similar to a lisp, but although he was considered to have an 

excellent appearance and fine personality he was recommended only 

if found eligible in all other respects. Spellerberg was not employed. 

We have had limited cordial LEM with him and Bureau files 

contain no derogatory information. Ix 
} Pd 

jKlasen Jr. (Board of Directors): 


Mr. Paul A 


District Attorney, Ephrata, Washington. He \ was born in 1927 _ 
and admitted to the bar in 1951 after receiving his LL. B. degree from 
Gonzaga University in Spokane, Washington. We have had limited 
cordial correspondence with him on official matters. In 1959 Assistant 
Director Malone reported a contact with Klasen at which time he described 
him as a member of this Association and said that he is a very close friend 
of the Bureau. Bureau files contain no derogatory information concerning 
him. 
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District Attorney, Burlington, Vermont. Mr. Leahy was born 
in 1940, admitted to the bar in 1964 after receiving his LL. B. degree /, 
and his J.D. degree from Georgetown University Law School. Bureau ~~ 
files contain no information identifiable with Leahy and he is not known 
to Inspector Herington. 


Mr; J peek 


District eee. Los eer California. He was born in 
1926 and admitted to the bar in 1952 after receiving his LL. B. degree 
from Lumpkin Law School, Los Angeles, California. He has worked 
many years in the Los Angeles District Attorney's Office and was one 
of the top assistants under former District Attorney Evelle J. Younger, 
a former Special Agent who is currently Attorney General of California. 
For a few months prior to Younger's leaving the District Attorney's 
Office, Busch served as Chief Deputy. Busch is known personally to 
Inspector Herington and to SAC, Los Angeles. He is cordial but quite 
frankly leaves the impression that he is overly impressed with his own 
importance. This was particularly true after he gained the District 
Attorney's Office. 
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a since Aitorney, Covington, Kentucky. He was born 
in 1922 and admitted to the bar in 1949 after receiving his LL. B. degree 
from the University of Kentucky. We have had cordial relations with 


Mr. O'Hara on matters of mutual interest. 
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District . Attorney, Sacramento, ‘California. Mr. Price was 
born in 1919 and admitted to the bar in 1949 after receiving his LL. B. 
degree from Boalt Hall School of Law at the University of California. 
Bureau files contain no derogatory information concerning him and we 
have enjoyed cordial relations with him. He is currently on the Special 
Correspondents Mailing List and was in the group which visited the 
Director's Office on 11-14-69, as well as with the group in November, 1967. 
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RE ALLEGATIONS REGARDING ERROR IN BALLISTIC TESTS 
IN SIRHAN CASE. 


Re Los Angeles teletypes to the Bureau, 6/2/71; 
and 6/10/71. 


Public disclosure of results of investigation by 
Los Angeles District Attorney's Office into alleged error in 
ballistic tests conducted on gun in SIRHAN BISHARA SIRHAN 


case was originally for 6/28/71. i 
On 6/23/71, District Attorney JOSEPH BUSCH, T" d 


postponed release of findings of District Attorney's 
investigation until 7/6/71. 


On 7/2/71, Chief Deputy District Attorney JOHN E. 
HOWARD advised that additional and extensive investigation 
was being conducted concerning this matter and that this 
office was still approximately a month away from any 
definite findings. 


This matter is being followed by this office. 
However, any involvement in this investigation is being 
avoided as request for ballistic examination by FBI has been ' 
denied. Bureau will be kept advised. 


"bp 64-597 PEL 


- Bureau 
- Los Angeles 


AOR/1 jh 
(4) 


Sent MM Per 


* U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1969 O - 346-090 (11) 


Approve 


e 


re 


- Special Agent in Charge 


KV 


' convinced beyond any doubt that Sirhan Bishara Sirhan killed 


Senator Robert Kennedy. 


The origins of that murder are somewhere in the head of the 
man whose case is now on appeal. I can only quote the words 
of Senator Robert Kennedy's brother, our slain president: 


"Life is unfair." 
Hu 
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This, according to the press articles, explains 
the reason for the delay in the scheduled 7/6/71 statement 
concerning the alleged irregularities in the ballistic 
examination in the SIRHAN trial. 


Set forth below is a copy of the prepared press 
statement of JOSEPH P. BUSCH, JR., District Attorney of 
Los Angeles County on 7/10/71: 
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JULY 10, 1971 I 


“On May 28, 1971, attorney Barbara Warner Blehr made 
certain charges against Los Angeles Police Department 
fo,  critminalist DeWayne Wolfer, including the allegation that 
he was guilty of violating proper procedures in the ballistics 
investigation of Senator Robert F. Kennedy's assassination. 
Mrs. Blehr's charges were contained in a letter to tim 
City Civil Service Commission in an effort to block the 
. appointment of Wolfer as permanent head of the police crim 
laboratory. 

.On June 4, 1971, after conferring with Police Chief 
."Edward Davis, it was decided that this office would conduci 
“an independent investigation of the charges since they invelved 

à member of the police department. 
| Since the District Attorney's Office was responsiblo .or 
the prosecution of Sirhan B. Sirhan, I felt that it was irm- 
bent upon this office to conduct this investigation so this 
_ there would be no loss of confidence on the part of the puelic 


as to whether the facts as presented in the. courtroom were 


correct, 


ree 
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' Because the original exhibits were protected by a ceuir 
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E order which would prevent their being direct.y handied, we 
“+: felt’ at: the outset of the investigation that we could procecd 
V . . 
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n simply. by determining the validity of Mrs. Blehr's charges 


ecos against Mr. Wolfer. 
E MED " d 


(wl oí, However, we have had to delay our findings after learn- 


VO 


: ing that this court order protecting the exhibits has been 
.ignored and that the exhibits have not been properly protected 
_ by the.County Clerk's Office. Indeed, there is evidence the 


l exhibits have been directly handled by numerous persons. 


(us 


AS. 


We are currently in the midst of an investigation to 
determine whether there has been any intentional or uninton- 
tional tampering with the key exhibits involved in the trizi -- 


Ne .. including the murder weapon and the bullets taken from thc body 


A | 


- of. Senator Kennedy. 
Ko , Although this office has launched a full investigation 
V into. this matter, I have been authorized by the Los Angeles 
y Police Department to state that there has been no reactivation 
Jof the Special Unit Senator section which conducted the intial 
comprehensive probe into the Senator's assassination. 
] At the conciusion of'our investigation we will take 


appropri&te action and make a full report to the public. 
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ae ‘ We are still confident at this point that the origin: 
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“investigation was thorough and that the subsequent trial cv.- 
PO . . 

^' «come was valid. Our concern now is whether there has been r^ 


“violation of the integrity of the exhibits. We are terribli; 


'concerned about the possibility that they have been tampered 


with. | 
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On 7/13, and 7/14/71, additional articles appeared 
in the Los Angeles press indicating that the recent 
disclosure concerning the handling of evidence in the 
SIRHAN case led to developments which focused attention 
on the Los Angeles County Clerk's Office. 


These developments i d order to 
Los Angeles County Clerk to inspect his 
office for possible security breaches, to re-evaluate 
its control system and to inventory exhibits and transcripts 
from the SIRHAN trial. 


issued a statement that a personnel 
investigation failed to disclose any mishandling of_ke 
exhibits, although further investigation remains. Cg 
stated that after the trial of SIRHAN was concluded 
Superior Court Judge HERBERT V. WALKER ordered certain key 
exhibits "sealed" by a court order. However, this order 
permitted "counsel of record" and attorneys for both the 
prosecution and defense, as well as agents for these 
attorneys, access to crucial exhibits. 


QA Deputy District Attorney of 
Los Angeles County, advised this office that polygraph 


examinations were being given to employees of the County 
Clerk's Office and that they expect to convene a civil 
grand jury in approximately three weeks to make inquiries 
into the administrative handling of evidence by the County 
Clerk's Office. 


This investigation of the Office of the County 


Clerk may delay the original investigation into the alleged 
irregularities in the SIRHAN ballistics examination. 


` In a news article dated 7/24/71, porem 
contained. that police ballistics specialist 
had filed a suit in Superior Court,which charge 
Angeles Attomey [15/28/71 letter to 
the City Personnel Commission intended to block[ ^  ] 


appointment as Crime Lab Chief, was a malicious, unjustified 
publication of defamity and untruthful accusations. 


This matter is being followed by this office 
and the Bureau will be kept advised. 
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E The Honorable Board Of Supervisors: 
' Los Angeles County Eann e Aup") 
“Hall of, ‘Administration. ‘ 
| .500- West Temple Street: 
Los Angeles, “California 9 90012. 


On. pene 16 ign; "he: Los jaa (Count. Grand aada an 
investigation relating to the handling of the: exhibits: which were introduced 
. both-during:thé* Grand.Jury presentation on June 7, 1968, which resulted in 
the indictment. of Mr. Sirhan, and during the course of the subsequent 
.Sirhan trial: HIhis current Grand Jury investigation took five days. and.over 
thirty- five: witnesses were examined under oath.) "The. Grand Jury: desires 
to communicate its findings in this matter: ^; uc PAAR 


A. court. olde. was ‘promulgated by Judge Arthur Alarcon on. 

June 7,11968.;-This- order continued in effect until May" 20," 

1969, :at which time. Judge Herbert V. "Walker. issued ; a ‘court -. um 
order. which. stated; -in substance, that the. original exhibits a en E do 
^in the Sirhan: case were not to be viewed except upon order E Aj e me 
of the courts” This” restriction did not apply to attorneys of © 
record, ‘Judge Walker's court order was preceded: by & con- 
‘ference in his chambers on May 16, 1969, which was recorded : 
“by a court. reporter. Three representatives of the Clerk's | 
Office. including Mra; Peter J. _Talmachoff,- ‘Chief of the” 

: Criminal: Division,” “were present. during this “conference in^ = 
3 order. that the views: of the two Superior. "Court. judges: would” - 
be. clearly. communicated. and undérstood. e 


The Honorable Board of Supervisors’ : 2, Uv 70 0 August 24, 1971 


QU E Daring ‘this conference; and based upon the testimony 
SERE. e relating thereto, itis demonstrably clear that both Judge 
; Charles Loring and Judge Herbert V.. Walker also expocted., n 0 mM 
x that the critical ballistics evidence in the Sirhan case was : V i 
` to. be specially packaged to preserve: ‘its integrity. This ` lv 
- conference occurred well after all of the.exhibits had. been” T> 
introduced into: 'evidence and had thus come into the cares, 2. 


custody and ‘control. of the Los Angeles ‘County: Clerk's 


on May. Zo; “1969; governing. the public ‘review’. "of the- "original v 
7 Sirhan’ exhibits have not been 1 consistently. observed, by the “7 


2 The: courts “recommendation relating to the packaging of't the- 
“ballistics, evidence was totally ignored by the Office of the.: 
County. Clerk despite the emphasis placed upon the fragility, Ml 
“of. such evidence during the course = of the injchambers’ Cms 


some ‘of the original Sirhan exhibits, including, ' but not limited 
- «LO; the bullets fired from Sirhan's gun, were handled by une | 


6, The ‘County Clerk, “William Sharp, “by d fectitying that the: court , 
ore of May 20, _1969,. did not come to his personal z attention”, 


uh. the duties and. responsibilities of hís office ina setae] 
¿case of historical importance. Mr. Sharp! 5 concern "with 4 
"miner details: of. reform while overlooking major responsi-~: 
bilities is: ‘culpable... Che. department, - ‘blaming all its deficien= : ul 
cies; on. crowded conditions, ‘has lergely. failed: to heed the, c5 AIO 


^ "Audit Report. * "These conditions do prevail, but they c cannot ' 


uke .be an excuse for mismanagemént. Fou M ll 


E ' The Honorable Board of Supervis ors. E 


at £ : . A i Ds 
artes 
z 


Paw d ter. Telmacho£f, -Chief of the Cr ener Division of the 


y a 

r s "County Clerk's Office, has' exhibited a failure io inform, ` 
mv x "train and supervise. subordinate personnel’ as to ‘the ex 

i -^ “istence, | specific content, ‘effect and importance of: the” PENES 


court order of May 20, 1969, governing the security and? 
Boa liag of the M eet Sirhan o A 


relating to the viewing ‘of the evidence in he cases OÍ ker PR 
: Peóple v. Sirhan B. Sirhan and People v. Jack Kirschke are 
os incomplete, inadequate, contüsing ann ‘in | some instances, - 


TE un . 


a a simply, ecd E M GC Do EE, c Oe eo 


PE 


, JA a 10. "Numerous. pages form. two photostatic copies "of one of. Mr.T: * 
VF ^;Sirhan! s notebooks are missing:while under the care,. custody ` 
Ew and: ‘control. of the Los Angeles County Clerk's. Office... The . 
ee” Sy “two missing copies referred to were not the copies made T 
T5 Dew Clerk's. Office for the purpose of pic E i 


Walker! S: court. order, "reproduced. by the. County Clerk's ES ón 
Office: as Pes MEE DM additional: n Ad in, their’. 


cat ‘this time; any, REM action relating to dhe possible theft. ee ae 
5 those documents which are now missing and which had ome: npo 0. fh” 


The Honórable Board of Supervisors "4 


ISO. Sue apparent: ease with which documents and other. items | Bo ae 


-under the custody of the Office of the County Clerk ‘can’ be 
‘unlawfully taken. The theft of any document from a Bibi E 
perce should be, in itself, a “matter, of ‘importance: : When: 


C19 


e persons nd mishandled by: County Clerk: eshibit 
“personnel, there exists a reservatioh on the part of'the 1971: 
Los Angeles County Grand oe relating to the present ' in- 


“evidence both during the Grand Jury D nR on June qe 


-1968, ‘and during the subsequent trial of the defendant Sirhan. a 
Bl “Sirhan: | ¿Since this. a: is: ia out. of, the juris-- 


of the que "Angeles County. Clerk. Although. this Grand Jury = 
investigation was. confined, to: the Criminal Division’ of the; eo 


dictates that attention, should be turned to: other: aii of 


=, ¿August 24, 1971 


> RTN DINGS 


HE: Los ANGELES COUNTY GRAND JURY FINDS THE E 
“EXISTENCE OF PROBABLE MISFEASANCE AND NON- - 
-FEASANCE WITH RESPECT TO THE MANAGEMENT AND: 
OPERATION OF. THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY CLERK'S. 
OFFICE. IT iS THE FEELING OF THIS GRAND JURY: TELA 
SUCH MANAGEMENT; IF ALLOWED TO CONTINUE, CAN 
ONLY WEAKEN THEINTEGRITY AND STRUCTURE OF 
COUNTY" GOVERNMENT IN GENERAL AND DEGREASE THE 


B Order to assist you in your evduction of the roles “we TUN referted a ae 
: toin this. letter, "we have requested the: court to make the chee transcript 
"eR ‘this: hearing. a matter, of pude record.. Z 


er 


is RC se 7 
VV 


\ Respectfully submitted, 


. Christian” We e As 
Es „Foreman Pro Tem: 


to 


y 7 ` 
1 7 UR 
E 5 
I A ` 
^ ÜBSICHARD A. ROCHA 
y i|^ttornoy at Law 
3135 Wilshire Bivd., 29th Floor 
3 ff hos Angeles, Calif. 90010 
4 ) 4 ` 
Telephone: 388-1434 
> | Attorney for Plaintiff 
6 l 
4 | 
8 | : “SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
9 | FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
1 
0 , | 
ii HERNANDO FAURA, on behalf ‘o£ himself, ) 
nd all other residents of the State ) 
12 vf California, } 
po ) | NO. | LLL 
13 J- -- = Plaintiff, 
14 | gs de - | ) COMPLAINT FOR 
HL Sm uv ) "o6 
15 #anuer YontY, Mayor of^the City of Los) . PDiSCLCSURE OZ > 
ingeles S; THE LOS ANGELES POLÍCE 7). a 
16 ARCMENT; EDWARD IÒ DAVIS, indivi- . )  . INFORMATÍON 
mally è end as Chief of Police of the 
17 [ity of Los Angeles, and as representa? (Gov. Code Sec. 54350) 


ive of the class of members of the Lo 
ngeles Police Department; JOSEPH P, 
SUBCH, JR., individually and as | 
istrict > Attorney of the County of Los) 
‘igeles, and as representative of the ) 


20 |bkass of members of the office of the j 
istrict Attorney, of Los Angeles 3 7 
21 County; EVELLE J YOUNGER, individua- 5 LU 
ily, and as Attorney General of the ) 
22 tate of California, aud as represent t-) y 
ative of the class of members of the } 
23 (bílice of the Attorney General of the) 
State of California; ROBERT A. . } 
24 RIECUGHTON; Los Angeles Police Officer ) 
leo Los Angeies Police Officer ) - 
25 2!SXEEH; and DOES I through  ZX; } ' : 
an : n u 3 
eo a . } 
|: Defendants. ) 
27 ¡A MM e. a ) 
28 Plainti ££ alleges QA berale of himself and all other 
mo To 


VERIFICATION 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA } 
i } ss, 


| COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES) . TE P 3. 


Y am the plaintiff in the above entitled action; I have 
read the foregoing Complaint for Disclosure cf information 


(Gov. Code Sec. 54950) and know the contents thereof; and 1 


- "e 


Lo ES Le » 1 à t 5 x "A 
certify that tre same “is true of my own knowledge, except as to 
n P4 de 
those makisra wich aro therein stated upon my information: ox 


belief, and as to hose matters I believe it to be true. 

x CE OS declare) under penalty of perjury that the 
foregoing is true and ane 

Executed on Augus t RTT 971; at Los Angeles, California 


—— BARN En 
PERNANDO E AURA 
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Defendant SAMUEL YORTY is now, and, at all tines mentioned, 


officer of said city. Said Gefendant doe s not have the right 


3 Iwas the Mayor of the City of Los Angeles. and the chief executive 
a what is good for the people to know and wha at is not good. 


c 


6 for then to know. 


ponsible for the police protection of that city within the State 


of California, and for the police in nvestigations of all crimes 


not goog for then to know. 


M (20 iV 


' Defendant: 103 ANGELES POLICE DEPARTHENT is the agency and 


department of the City cf Los Angeles, State of California, res- 


committed within that city. Said defendant does not have the 


right to decide what is good for the people to know and what is 


-— - -— a 


* 
ez 


V. 
Defendant EDWARD M. DAVIS is the Chief of Police of the - 
City of. Los Angeles, State of California, He is responsible for 
the supervision, Control, regulation and management of the Police 
Department and each and every of fficer thereof, and for the inves- 
tigation into all crimes committed within the City of Los Angeles, 
and, in June of 1968 as Deputy Chief of Police, particularly that 
«investigation into the murder of Senator Robart F. Kennedy on 
June 5, 1968. He is empowered and has the: responsibility to se 
poiicy for and to make and enforce all necessary and desirable 
rules and regulations of said Police Department, ie is sued 
individually and in his capaci ity and as representative of the 


nembers of the defendant Police Department, : vno have carried out, 


and continue to carry out a cocxse of.conduct which has 


m" 
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Pn rH D ATHE M Pel Pane AS HARE EA pri E 


xr aT A I Ap RU bk Hl e rta nt SPA, UIN PULS, 
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suppressed, and continues to suppress important, vaiuablo and 
relevant information concerning tho investigat ion into the murder 


of Senator Robert P, Kannedy by said Police Department t, and which 


State of California of the foll and uncensored information con- 
cerning ` the assassination of Senator Robert F. Kennedy. 
| Vi | 
Defendant JOSEPH P. BUSCH, JM. is the District Attorney 
of the County of Los Angeles, State of California. Bs such, he 
is its public prosecutor, responsible for the prosecution of all 


£ 


has and continues to deprive the citi izens and res idents of the 
public offenses. ‘He is responsible for the supervision, control, 
regulation and management of the offic e of the District Attorney, 
jen each. and every member thereof, and for the trial of all 


felonies committed within the County of Los Angeles, and, in June 


suvervisorial res ponsibilities with referen ce to that trial known 


as " The People of the State oscealicerhis VS. Sir han Bishara 


RR alieging the murder of Senator Robert F. Kennedy. He is 
empowered and has the responsibility to set POLICY. for and to 


make and enforce all necessa ary and. desirable rules and xegulations 


of said office of the District Attorney. He is sued individually 


A 
E 


: 1968 and thereafter as Deput EY District ENS had 
and in his capacity as representative of the members of the 
office of the District Attorney, who have carried out and continue 


to carry out a course of conduct which has suppressed, and con- 


tinues to suppress import cant, Valuable and relevant information 


concerning the investigation of the murder of Senator Robert YF. 


Kennedy, and particularly concerning the 


<nova as "The People of the _Stuia of California vs. Sirhan Bishara 


UM aA gere eet eed 


AZ A a A 
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|within the County of Los Angeles, and particularly the Sirhan 
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iSixhan", and ha s vont ies to deprive the civisens end residents 


i $ " 

lof the State of ee of the fuil and uncensored information 

concerning said murder. 

vix | 
Defendant ROBERT A. HOUGHTON in June of 1968 vas Chief of 

BeteckivES of the Los Angeles Police Department and assigned the 


duty of conducting the investigation into pi death of Senator 


Robert P. Kennedy., Said defendant is now Deputy Director of the 


of Central Intelligence Infoxmation in the office of the Attorney 
General of the State of California. 
VIII 


Division of Law Enfor cement in charge of the Criminal pEy tenes 
Defendant EVELLE J. YOUNGER is. ná torney General of the 


o In June of 1968, sud: thereafter through the trial kn wn 


MÀ tee 


as "The People of the State of California vs. Sirhan Bishara 
Sirhan", he was District Aktoriey of Los Angeles County and was 
res sponsible for Ehe supervision, control, regulation and manage- 
mónt of the office of the District Attorney, and e each. and every 

sember thereof, and fox the trial of aii felonies committed 

vus xeferred to above alleging the murder of Senator Robert F 
ennedy.  He.is now responsibie for the policy, rules and regula- 
‘tions of the office of Attorney General and has carried out: and 
ontinues to' “carry out à course of condact which has suppressed, 
and continues to suppress, important, valuabie and relevant 


* 


material Bud information concerning the facts which have been 


~ 


[State of California. He is sued indi ividually. and in his capacity 
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igalhered and the ovidence avalleple 


he prosecution of Sirnan 


to deprive the citizens and residents of 
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;ebondane: Los Angeles 


> 


sently employed by the 


fron June 5, 1968 through 
mann 


lmurüer of Senator Robert Fo 


to have bee: poesented 


Bishara Sirhan, 


Police Officer M.J Le 


Los Angeles Pclice D 


Sirhan made investigations and reports regarding 


of the full and ucene information concerning said murder. 


aeae and 


tie investigation and trial of Sirhan 


the 


Xennedy and made investigations into 


a possíbie conspiracy with the Los Angeles Police Department 


"Conspira acy Team" 


e 


Sued Ay and in his capacity ard as a represent- 


~~ — 


ative of the members of. the Police Department, 


of 


E 
has and continues to depr 
State of California 


cerning 


4 pidet F- m X 
ea 


Sirhan made investigations and reports 


T 


Kennedy and made 


t tst 


out and continue Lo carry out a course of conduct whicn 


Defendant Los Angeles Police Office 
June 5, 1968 through the investigation and trial 


investiga 


who: have carried 


has 


suppressed and continues to suppress important, valuable and 
relevant information concerning the investigation into the murder 
Senator Robert F. Kennedy by said Police Department, and which 
ive the citizens and E of the 

of the full and unieengored information con~ 


the assassination of Senator Robert F. Kennedy. 


employed by the Los Angeles Police Doosrikmont and on and from 


uw 


o£ Si 


regarding the murder of 


tions into a possible 


conspiracy with the Los Angeles Police Department “Conspiracy 


Age ' STEEN is presently 


rhan Bishara 


O) 
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RN ee ei a pe EET Abe VLA IET eei ed 


Team", 


A S 
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tive of the members of the Police Depaxrtiuent , who have carried 

4 Bae: and continue, to carzy out a coux cse of conduct angen Has 

5 suppressed and continues to suppress important, valuable and: 

6 neta nt information concerning the investigation into the murder 
j of Banstor Robert F. Kennedy by said Police Department, and which 
g [has antl continues to deprive the citizens and residents of the 

9 [State of California of the full and uncensored infórmation con- 
10 | cerning the assassination of Senator, Robert F. Kennedy. 

11 s a xi 

12 Pursuant to the policies set forth in Government Code 

13 Section 54950, as afores said, plain VEM às à Eee tone of the 

14 State of cc, and all of the people of the State of 


A : Te ay ke . | z , 
rnia, are entitled to know ali tem facts nnd evidence un- 


June ve a 5 whee 


16 covered by the defendant LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT and the 


investigation of its "Background/Conspixacy Team" under the 
17 / Y } 


18 leadership of defendant ROBER RT Ao HOUGHTON y ae all the facts and 
sy ¡[evidence within the knowledge of JOSEPH P. BUSCH, JR. and the 

20 office of the District Attorney in connection with the death of 
21 Senator Kennedy and with the trial of Sirhan Bishaxa Sirhan and 


22 all the facts and knowledge of EVELLE d. XOUNGER and the office 


23 of the Att torney General related thereto and ali the records,fact 


, 


24 and evidence utilized, uncovered and retained by ios Angeles 
25 Police Department Officers » Me Jo MCGANN, and Los Angeles "Police 


Department Officer O'SPEEN. 


. 26 
MELT 
27 
28 Pursuant to the polic cies set forth in Government Code 


-a m rt e 


Sued individually and in nis capacity and as a representa~ 
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Wars was never returned to Fernando Faura and the Los Angeles 
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nee ne, 


[Section 54950, as aforesaid, plaintiff, as a resident of the State 
á California, aná all of tho people of the State of California, 


is entitled to know all of the Zacts, osa tien: use and evidence 


«£ : 
ncovered by the LOS BEGETS? Police Department in connection with 


n 


historical document, namely, a tape recording of óne, John 


ahey whose testimony was recorded by Fernando Faura on June 12, 


968 and which was ac ce given ud Los Angeles eS 
epartment, specifi icalty officers Mod. McGANN and O'STEEN for use 
in ees Los. Angeles Police Department's investigation, into the 
'onspíracy to murder Senator Robe rto P, Kennedy, specifically | for 
se of the "Background/Conspiracy Team"; the aforesaid tape 
solice Department has continued to refuse to return it and to 
pet evidence of the whereabouts of the tape recording ' of one, 
ohn ¿ to Special Agents: 
;loyd D. ud Eugene B. McCarthy of the Federal Bureau of 


nvestigation as evidenced on Federal Bureau of Investigation 


, 
ASA A O O M ETRE RRM cman a 


p 


ceport file "Los Angeles 56-156 June 6,.19687 particularly set for 
in Exhibit "A" attached hereto ànd made a part hereof; and also 

n June 12, 1968 to newsman Fernando Faura as evidenced by the 
afore aentioned tape recording made by Fernando Faura and Supe aun’ tt 


y, in good faith, given for reproduction’ on nly to Los Angeles 


mn 
` 


Police Officers ine. MCGANN and O! STEER on June 14, 1968, at or 


à 


spout 2:00 P.H. at 150 S. Los stas Street, Los angel es Calif- 


a 


rnia; He testi ied tha at he had spent the entire day of June 4,1958! 


jith a girl not yet identified by name but later identifi ed as the 


‘elusive girl in the polka-dot dress" and Hat es had made 
{ l : 
il. 


epresentations and dircct inferneces that a conspiracy 


we} 
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"Senator Robert F. Kennedy was killed by a lone assassin, identif 


had been planned to murder Senator Ropext P. Kennecy Lates on 


he 
— > 


that same day and had invited him to attend to witness the murder 


at the Ambassador Hotel at his "winning reception": plaintiff and 


the people of the State of California under the aforementioned. 


(Government Code Section 54950 are entitled to know why this 
levidence was suppressed and why the tape has been confiscated. . 


. XIV 


The suppressed facts, information and evidence all tend 


A artt A Vett ptt A ALONE Vic ertet rnt he amm Mme D 


to disprove the conclusion by defendants, and each of them, that 


LE. 
@ 
n 
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22 


as Sirhan Bishara Sirhan acting alone; disprove the conclusion 


by defendants, and each of them that there vas and is no evidence 


|^ conspiracy that conspired and planned to assassinate Senator 


jason per dana each of them, that Sirhan Bishara Sirhan was not 
a member of a conspiracy to assassinate Senator Robert F. Kennedy; 


and disprove the conclusion by defendants that no persons other 


Ly Sirhan Bishara Sirhan were in the Ambassador Hotel in Los 
Angeles on June 4, 1968 with the intent to assassinate Senator 


vty 


Robert F. Kennedy. 


to include the following: 


A. A tape recording of one, John Fahey, a male adult, 


3 i^ qu ` 
was confiscated by the Los Angeles Police Department from Fernando * 


| : XV 

: . The suppressed facts and evidence hereinabove referred 
|... on June 14, 1968 at or about 2:00 P.H. at.150 S. Los Angeles 
| - 7. i LH "E y . 


St; in Los Angeles, California by officers M. Y. McGANN end 


OFT SLEEN under a pretense of merely wanting to reproduce the tape 
| PEN M ng E 
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for use in their investigation into the 


be 


Federal Bureau of. Investigation on June 6, 1968 


yaudet 


Fe Kennedy. John Fahey hud previously been intorvi 
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T Aoma beeps ISP - 
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Federal Bureau of Investigation report "Los Angeles 56-1567 dat 


June 6, 1968 by Special Agents Lloyd Do 


McCarthy as more particularly set forth in Exhibit 


hereto and made a part hereof. 


Faura Res special historical signi 


Ambassador Hotel on the morning o£ June 4, 1968 


Johnson and Eugene B. 


The tape recordir 


through direct inférénce that Senator Robert F. 


target of a conspiracy that had planned 


night at his “winning reception", Thus 


B. The 


irhan was an attempt to shov that 


assassinate Senator Robert Y. Kennedy. 


q 


art hereof), Vince 


lena 108 of Grand Jury transcript A-2334 
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some action later on that 


tn fact, at least 6 persons 


Dart hereof), Booker Griffin (Exhibit “gr 


121, 


ur 
attached hereto and made 


atipe Pierro, as evidenced 


zvan 


murder of Senator Robert F. Kennedy an& also because in his 


had told him 


Kennedy was the 


evidence 


Lice Departa 


r 


Sirhan Bishara Sirhan 


p lone assassin and that he was not a member of a conspiracy t 


art hereof), susan/Locke (Exhibit "on att ached hereto 
he 


on Page 105, 407 


of a 


acted as 


(Cxhibit"P" attached hereto and made a part hereof, “ald nositi 


ip by Fernando 


statement John Fahey alleged that a girl who he had met at the 


evidence introduced by the office of the District 


NN of Los Angeles County during the trial of Sirhan Bishara 


including SandyNGerrano. (Exhibit "p^ attached hereto and made a 


and made 


reof), George green (Exhibit “De attached hereto and made a 


as evidenced: by 


icance because it involved the 


ent which was 


a . 


Robert P. Kennedy. 


a girl in a"polika-dot Gress" at the Anbassator a ín 
| the kitchen hall arca just before and after the murder of Senator 


was 


e, 


gitt in the"polka-dot dress" 
independently mentioned and described by tne aforementioned | 

persons in reports to the Los Angeles Police Department and js: 
the Grand Jury proceeding against Sirhan Bishara Sirhan. A girl 


in a polka-dot dress was identified by at least one of the afore- 


said withesses tobe the same girl that John Fahey had met earlier 
Fon June 4, 1968 at the Ambassador, Hotel and who had made represent 


os ; : ESI " e 
ations of her knowledge and implications of a conspiracy to murder 


two persons, nameiy, Sandy Serrano and Albert V. YEllis heard 


a girl say "we shot him" immediately after the shooting. ‘Thus, 


— — mor — 


E Robert Y, Kennedy at his "winning reception"... At least 


————À rt" 9—Á "so 


based upon John Pahey's allegations and the remaining six persong' 


The Los Angeles Police Department is in possession of the 
statements of ell of the aforementioned persons and has evidence 


of the conspiracy to murder Senator Robert F. Kennedy. 


C. At least one person saw Sirhan Bishara Sirhan two (2) 


days before the murder of Senator Robert F. Kennedy at the 


Ambassador Hotel in disguise with at least two other men. This 


| 
¡testimony and xepozts,evidence of a conspiracy is extremely likely. 


witness, Mrs. Gallegos, a Kennedy campaign worker at the Ambassador 


Hotel made positive identification of Sirhan Bishara Sirhan from 


— 


photographs and indicated she 


|white smock disguise with two 


At least two persons, namely, 


worker, Saw. three to four ren 


nan he believes to be Sirhan Bishara Sirhan and a 


saw sirhan Bishara Sirhan in a Este 
other men two days before e donnus 
a Rafferty campaign 

on the night of ike murder with a 


giri and,in fact, 
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there is direct evidence that three parsons could have seen 
other persons in the company of Sixhan Bishara Sirtan just priox 
to the murder of Senator Robert F. Kennedy and. again the girl 

in the "polka-det dress" and these avenues have not been investi- 
gated. The Los Angeles Police Department has refused to investi- 


gate this evidence of.a.possible conspiracy to murder Senator 
Robert FP. Kennedy. 


D. There are discrepancies in reports made by investiga 


an 


cr 


ing officers which indicate fabrication of evidence, suppression 
of evidence and evidence not thoroughly investigated or pursued 
to an end result. 


1.) As indicated on Los Angeles Police Department 


-- a mo 


progress report/conspiracy team 58-48 as reported on September 20, 


ooo 5 1 . : . 
(i868; a Mr. Hoo made a statement that he had "last" seen John 


A Ee r aT Ro 


Tc 


Pahey with Pernando Faura on May 15, 1968, at least 20 days before 
the murder of Senator Robert F. Kennedy,as more particularly 
described on page 5 of Exhibit "G" attached hereto and made a part 


hereof. Yet, tir. Fernando Faura was never contacted regarding this 


allegation that John Fahey was soen with Fernando Faura before 


the murder. The police department expended considerable time 


and expense investigating Sohn Fahey and the possible conspiracy 

and it would seem likely that they would have at least contacted 

Fernando Faura if they had evidence that John Fahey was lying or 
f . kai 

that Fernando Faura was lying and/or presenting a false witness 

to the police; yet, as late as September 19, 1968; John Fahey 

was still being contacted by the Los Angelos Police Department 


1 H . 
jas evidenced by Los Angeles Police Department tape inter -iew 
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or e rt rni tette aire tb e rimam rr at aaa P are e E er rye P re t hPa rm artt BP numis rne m 


een e A EE 


(Gd ne Dear ovre ab au, re 6 


120205, Number 1-622, made by Sct, Alexander with donn Dauer 


soo Exhibit "H" attached hereto and mado a pert hereof). This 


Nu testimony of Mr. Woo, either fabricated or real in fact 


qa 


of John Fahey, the witness presented to the Los Angeles dis 


Department by Fernando Faura. The Los Angeles Police Department 


e 


Progress Report of the Background/Conspiracy Team $8-48 dated 


June 20, 1968 indicated also that John Fahey a oue ne wsman 


|Fernando Faura at the Hollywood Citizen Newspaper office on Jun 


12, 1968 for the purpose of relating his incident with tbe girl 


and his knowledge of her representations on June' 4, 1968 which 


lhaà become reality the EOS LONER day of june. 5, 1268. Thus, there. 


is a contradiction in John nhan actions that should have been 


EUN. e ` — € = 


pursued, 


IE 


i .) Albert V. n in a Federal Bureau of Ynvesti- 
gation File # Los Angeles 56-156 dated June 14, .1968. as dictated 
by Special Agent Robert P. Bickard on June 17, 1968 alie gediy 

identified a snapshot or RECEOUR ADE of ‘Sirhan Bishara Sirhan as. 


asan 


tos. 


a man he had earlier seen at the Ambassador Hotel on the night 
l : 4 


of the murder of Senator Robert F. Kennedy; yet, Los Angeles 


Police Department Report I-1364, date August 22, 1968 by officers 


Shaw and Harris inGicates that Eilis had rever before been shown 


< 


a photograph or snapshot of Sirhan Bishara Sirhan as more particu- 


3 > nos 


larly EE in Exhibit "X" attached hereto and made a‘paxt 


hereof. Thus, we have a fabrication and/or discrepancy in two 


Xn Los Angeles Police Department Report 1-622 ` 
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es have been thoroughly investigated regarding the credibilit 
; ghi g g lity 
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June 4, 1968 is listed as wes given by John Fahey to his employer 
to account for his contacts as a salesman during the day in order 


Conspiracy Team, an itiner ary’ of Mr. John Fahey's activities of 
to cover his activities with the "HSXE p erorenontionodg CHAT he 


had met at the Ambassodor Hotel and with whom he had spent the 
yet. only one contact. on John Fahey" S employer! S, itinerary ia] 


ted that she | had seen John Fahey . on that day of June 4, . 1968, 


i 
| 
| 
entire day (Exhibit I attached hereto anā made. a part hereof); l | 
| 
| 
(page 6 of Exhibit "q" attached parao nd made a part hereof). | 


The remaining six contacts .all listed Dy name and location were 


not Tie entioned in the Police Report as to whether they were contact-i 


=p] --— od 


ed and, if so, as to their varicidniricu of contact with John rahey 


on June 4, 1968., Thus, it appears that there was a oe to 


i. P" ` "s B Mat c WA "E rod zi 2 ES 5 
[thorough sly investigate Jonn Fahey s activities On June ^, 1968 


Yet, an independent polygraph Seo) as more particulariy describeG 
in Exhibit Sen attached hereto and mace a part hereof, upheld the 
pon premise of John Fahey that he had spent the day. with the 
"gixl". If the Los Angeles Police Department in their polygraph 
JASE as indicated in "conspiracy. team. report 1-622" proved 
ositive( see Exhibit "g^ attached hereto and made à part hereof) 
then this direct evidence of a~ conspiracy should nave been 


1 


prougnt forward and not suppressed; yet, :if the test was negative, 


My was John Fahey contacted as late as September 19,. 1968, as. 
videnced by report 1-622 by Sgt. Alexander on tape interview 


D by the Los Angeles Police Department (see Exhibit "E" 


m 
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attached hereto and made a part hereof)? John Fahey’ s statement 


s direct evidence of a ctrrspiracy were suppressed and his 


| 
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por 


E George Green's observations, Booker Griffin' 


tostinoay was ineficocively Giscroüivedc. 

i | 
LEA 4.) fesul poros, an employee or the Ambassador Hotel 
related his version of the events just before the murder of 
eee Robert. F. Kennedy and his discussion with Sixhan Bishara 
| Sirhan in the kitchen area f the Hotel to the Los Angeles Police 
Deparment officers Sgt. Calkins and Sgt. McGANN as evidenced by 
tapo $28929, transcript $13, dated June 5, 1968; page three of 
that report is missing and was not available at the time of the 


trial of Sirhan Bishara Sirhan, Page two indicates that his 


| 

ee unie on page three very likely concerned the presence of a 
retty "giri" in the kitchen area with irn Bishara Sirhan and 

his later testimony definateiy indicates a "giri" in the kitchen 

Eo with Sirhan Bishara Sirhan. t is likely that page three 


contained evidence of a "girl" with Sirhan Bishara Sirhan, her 


BA-233421 titled ‘the Grand Jury of the County of Los Angeles vs. 


Sirhan Bishara Sirhan on page 73 indicates that Jesus Perez, 


aR RA ERROR PP A AA SOE? A en NaN S AERIS IA eRe he Smet AA Tne AA A Cem A man tums eie 


i 
i 2 r3 m Ld 
E ion and tae type of dress. The Grand Jury transcript, 


Sixhan Bishara Sirhan and some other men made refere once to a "girl" 


E) 


with them or in the kitchen hall area, Thüs, there is missing 
evidonce which may be very conciusive of the "giris" identity, as 
to the ag cupit girl in the polka-dot dress" and as to her 


H 


association with Sirhan Bishara Sirhan which would tie-in direc 


ct 
+ fet 
me 


with the testimony of the six aforementioned persons and also 


tie-in directly with the allegations of John Fahey and to prove 


OS 


we 


tho conspiracy to murder Senator Robert F. Kennedy on June 5, 1968. 


5.) Evidence suppressed or discredited includes John 


s observations, Sandy Serrano's observation, Susan Locke's 


"ut 


€—————— en Hens 
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l observations, Albert V. Ellie's Cosorvations, Vincen 
; 


in} ex poe EAS im beans Y, "43 c 1 eR Sen ai ds ITI Ls y S s Sana ee 
observations, Pam Russe's observations, Evan Phillip Preec's 


AN Mrs. Gallego'"s observations and observations of the 
girl in the"polka-dot dress" and her association with John Fahey 


the day of the murder, her association with at least three men, 


[one of which appeared to be Sirhan Bishara Sirhan, at the 


te 


Ambassador Hotel on the uight of the murder, and of at least 


pos men seen two Gays prior to the murder of Senator Robert P. 


Kennedy, . disguised in cook's uniforms, one o£ which was identifie 


llas Sirhan Bishara Sirhan, Phe aforementioned direct evide nce and 


e ircumstant ial evidence certainly lead to the conclusion that i 


| unlikely that Sirhan Bishara Sirhan was acting as a “lone 
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6.) John Fahe y's testimony was discredited through 


SST a EE A 


5, 1968 made by the Los Angeles Police Department as described on 
Los Angeles Police Report 1-622 (see Exhibit "G" attached hereto 


and made a part hexcof); whe reas a Pree indep pendent polygraph 


t M 


test on August 20, 1968,(see Exhibit ug” attached he ereto and made 


content of Exhibit "A" as hereinattached. 
e 
b S Life 


7.) On August 19, 1968, Jordar 


Magazine Los Angeles Bureau_Chief and Fernando Faura interviewed 
JanWNPage,a waitress at Trancas Restaurant on Pacific Coast liighwa 


North of Malibu, California, at which time she indicated she did 


en PEE Y 


end the UE -dot girl", piece the resta: Anto pde something 


end then leave. The "girl" with John Fahey was indepeadencly 
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a part hereof), upheld the truthfulness of his allegations and the 


observe a man and a woman, Wn pon alleges to be John Fahey 


Le Ree eR a A AA PAI UA A EP 


at 


cea meer pian in AA Pa orte d tisk pint A de tei m iit Pa tnt Pr Mnt n t AMT HOLA Pm narum BIN peo tmd RTS n Rm t uiu At at tr rnb e aeaa sterne, = 


A a 


N 


assume that the Los Angeles Police Department influenced her 
| 
1 


Pee dirias 
ay y LU0GOCcOocm- 


gacscribed py Jan Page as the ' 
Gent description of the "girl" and also, Jan Page's description 
supported the aforementioned six persons descriptiong of the 
girl in the polka-dot dress" aforemen tioned. The interview was 
made by Fernando Faura and Jordan Bonfante, Life Magazine Bureau: 
thief in Los Angeles in order to verify John Fahey's allegations 
that he had been with the "girl" on June 4; 1968 at Trancas I 
Restaurant, A second contact on June 22, 1968 wich Jan Page | 

indicated that she no longer wished to “discuss the matter with 

Fernando Paura and Jordan Bonfañte after a discussion she had- with 
the Los Angeles Police Department, "Thus, her testimony to support 


John Fahey's allegations was suppressed and it is reasonable to 


co-operation and original willingness to give information. 
O XVI | 
Defendants, and each of them, deliberately, intent ionally 
and knowingly dseeeseed the facts and evidence referred to in 
Paragraph XV above fxom the People of the: State of California by 
not presenting it to the grand jury or at the trial of People vs. 


Sirnan, ox disclosing said facts end evidence in an ES 


and i impartial manner, By the sup ression of said facts, evidence, 
reports. and data po the People of the: State of California by 
the. defendants, and each of them, the plaintiff and other citizens 


and residents of the State of California were prohibited from 


being duty informed and were told oniy what said defendants 


ve. 


eo 


ecided de aca for them to know. 
a |o XVII 


Plaintif f is informed and believes, and therefore alleges, 
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khat defendants ¿re in tho possession of many other facts which 
ba isprove the "lone assassin" theory put forth by the Gefendants 
at the trial of People vs, Sirhan, but that deferdants have re- 


y 
| 
ec these facts from the People of the State of Cai ifornia, 


(suppressed Pants and evidence, 


/ 7 00 XVIXÍc 
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The repression of the facts and evidence set forth herein, 


said 


aemper A iU 


but not limited to that set forth herein, is contrary. to the policy 


of the did of California as .e ipressed in Government Code Section 


54950, ande a violation of the public trust. 
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XIX 


‘the true names or capacities, vhether. individual, corporate 


ee ee 


sociate or ot herwise, of i defendants waned herein as DOES Y 


" x 3. esed ied » r Š dos fu ye y = 
h EX, iaciurive, are unknown to plaintiff, who therefore 
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this Complaint to show their names and capacities when same have 


X 


sible in some manner for suppressing facts and evidence and depriv4 
{ 


ing the People of the State of California from fuli and uncensored 


> 


information. 

citizens and residents of the State of California, prays for 
judgment as follows: 

l. That def fendants, and each of them, be enjoined” from 


Cateru Hung what is good for the people to know and what is not 


been ascertained. Each of sáid DOES named herein has been respon- 


said defendants by such fictitious names, and plaintiff will amend 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff, -on behalf of himself and ali other 


rood for then to know, and be ordered te disclose and make public 


P the facts and evidence revozled by their investigation int 


| 
| 
| 
i” 


URP 


the murder of Senator Robert F, Kennedy. 

2. That defendants, and each of them, particularly the | 
Los Angeles Police Department, Los angeles Police Officers McGANN 
and O'STEEN be ordered to ‘report fully and fairly to the people 


of this State, the use and whereabouts of an historical tape 


recording made by Fernando Faura of John Fahey on June 12, 1968 


and which was de api d released io the above defendants for 


3 


their duplication and use in the investigation into the murder 


A 


| | 
[o£ Senator Robert F, re that said historical tape recording 
be returned to Fernando Faura. 
3, That a State Grand Jury be convensd for the purpose 
- of fully, fairly, dispassionately, openly and diligently investi- 
~ SA ting and reporting on the assassination of Senator Robert F. 
Penne to resolve all questions and issues regarding the con- 
ii ; 
jspitacy to assass.nate Senator Robert P. Kennedy and to dispel 
| 


the theory that Sirhan Bishara Sirhan was ‘acting alone. 


DATED: August 28, 1971 


LEL Ricuuro A. Rocha 
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Transmit the following in 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


Via AIRTEL | 
(Priority) | 


LE TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-587) 


rol et LOS ANGELES (56-156) (P) 
SUBJECT: -RENSALT ) 


RE ALLEGATIONS REGARDING ERROR 
IN BALLISTIC TEST IN SIRHAN CASE 


f 
Re LA airtel to Bureau 10/19/71. 4 


Subsequent to release of report by Los Angeles 
County District Attorney JOSEPH P. BUSCH regarding find- 
ings concerning ballistics test on SIRHAN case, results 
of investigation by Los Angeles PD (LAPD) Board of 
Inquiry were made public. 


News article in Los Angelos Times", dated 
10/20/71, sets forth LAPD Board of Inquiry told Los 
Angeles Police Chief EDWARD M. DAVIS that they had found 
no foundation to the theory that anyone besides SIRHAN 
B. SIRHAN was involved in the assassination of Senator 
ROBERT F. KENNEDY. 


The three man police board attributed the 
"alternate assassin" theory to “conspiracy buffs", who 
they said will be constantly attempting to document their 
beliefs. AA 
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Both the police and_District Attorney's probes 
were launched when Attorne accused 
PD Criminalist of mishandling the 


ballistics investigation of the KENNEDY assassination. 


While BUSCH's investigated only the charges 
pertaining to the KENNEDY assassination, the police board 
investigated two additional murder cases in which 
had testified. 


As with BUSCH's probe, the police board conceded 
there was a clerical error in the labeling of one evidence 
envelope during the SIRHAN trial. Board said it found no’ 
evidence of any errors in the other two cases. 


The board was made up of Assistant Chief JACK G. 
COLLINS, Deputy Chief JOHN A. MC ALLISTER and Commander 
GEORGE N. BECK. 
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MICE 


RE ALLEGATIONS REGARDING ERROR IN 
BALLISTIC TESTS IN SIRHAN CASE 


Re LA airtel to Bureau 7/29/71. 


Enclosed for the Bureau is a statement of JOSEPH 
P. BUSCH, District Attorney, County Los Angeles, concerning 


allegations of improper procedures by Los Angeles PD (LAPD) 
T ad (7 the SIRHAN case, dated 
10/16/71. 


™ u 
Also enclosed for the Bureau is a report of 


District Attorney BUSCH concerning allegations of improper 
procedures by LAPD Criminetist [| in ine SIRHAN 
case, dated 10/18/71. 

| 

| Above information appeared in Los Angeles press 
10/18/71. This concludes this aspect of investigation by 
the District Attorney's Office in the SIRHAN case. 
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"STATEMENT 
of 


JOSEPH P. BUSCH 
District Attorney, County of Los Angeles 


CONCERNING ALLEGATIONS OF IMPROPER PROCEDURES 
; BY LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT CRIMINALIST 
P. DE WAYNE WOLFER IN TRE SIRHAN CASE - 


| October 18, 197D 


On May 28,:1971 -- almost three years after Senator 


. Robert F. Kennedy was mortally wounded in the kitchen pantry 


at the Ambassador Hotel -- attorney Barbara Warner Blehr sent 
a letter to the City Civil Service Commission charging that | 
Los Angeles Police Department criminalist DeWayne Wolfer im- 
properly conducted ballistics tests in connection with the 
trial that led to the conviction of Sirhan Bishara Sirhan for 
the Senator's murder. 


On June 4, 1971 -- after conferring with Police Chief 


| Edward Davis -- I initiated an investigation into.Mrs. Blehr's 


"charges. I did so because I felt it incumbent on my office to 


conduct an independent investigation so there would be no loss 
of confidence on the part of the public as to whether the facts 
as presented in the courtroom were correct. 


When I undertook this investigation, I felt we could 


- complete our review of the charges against Mr, Wolfer in a few 


weeks, As you know, my time estimate was overly optimistic 


and twice we had to postpone making this report to the public. 


Basically, the additional time required to. complete the 
investigation Was necessitated by our. discovery that the in- | 
tegrity of the trial exhibits had not been properiy protected 
i by the County Clerk's office. l 
| - We presented evidence of the distressingly lax handling 
of the trial exhibits to the County Grand Jury, and on l | 
August 25, 1971, the Grand Jury sent a letter to the Board of 
Supervisors sharply criticizing the County Clerk's Office for 
allowing violations of a continuing Superior Court order which 
set, forth the manner in which the exhibits were to be protected. 

UV We then resumed our investigation into the allegations 
7. made in.the Blehr letter, and we have reached the conclusion 
that the charges made against Mr. Wolfer are untrue. Our find-. 
ings show he did not violate proper ballistics procedures in : 
the Sirhan trial. | 

The investigation revealed only that Mr. Wolfer made a 
clerical error in labeling the trial exhibit envelope contain- 
ing three bullets test-fired by him from the gun wrenched out. 
of Sirhan!s hand at‘ the assassination scene. | 

The mislabeled envelope in no way detracts from the ` 
salient reality that the murder verdict returned was just 


and. correct. -It should be pointed out that the conviction 


of Sirhan was ET of a massive six-month investigation. 
- which involved interviews DE nrs than a thousand persons and 
the efforts of more than 75 investigators. The trial itself 
lasted 17 weeks and filled 31, volumes with 9,065 pages of | 
testimony. | ME | | 

I would like to make some “personal «comments at this 
‘point, During the past four months, ‘I took the usual action 
of completely reviewing the TER ES of a murder which was > 
committed three-and-a-half years ago before.the eyes of many 
people. 1 took this step as District Attorney because of 


the special nature of this event as a stifling public tragedy. 


cA measure of its insect is the continuing and fruitless Search 


. by many persons to find a more rational basis for this Babes 
less áct. i | 

On April 17, 1969, twelve citizens sat in a jury box 
and found Sirhan Bishara Sirhan guilty of murder. At that 
time I was personally convinced of the rightness of that ver- 
cr Now, two-and-a-half years later, I still am totally con- 
vinced beyond any doubt that Sirhan Bishara Sirhan killed 


^ Senator Robert F. Kennedy. 
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REPORT OF DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
JOSEPH P. BUSCH 
concerning allegations of improper procedures 


by Los Angeles Police Department criminalist 
DeWayne Wolfer in the Sirhan case 


October 18, 1971 


PREFACE 


On April 17, 1969, Sirhan B. Sirhan was convicted.of the murder 
of Senator Robert F, Kennedy. The conviction was the result of 
a six-month investigation which involved interviews of more than 
1,000 peas and the efforts of more than seventy-five investi- 
gators, The trial itself lasted 17 weeks and fills 31 volumes 


with 9,063 pages of testimony. 


BACKGROUND i 


Three years after the murder of Senator Kennedy on June 5, 1968, 


Los Angeles attorney Barbara Warner Blehr sent a letter to 


Muriel M. Morse, General Manager, Personnel Department, Los Angeles 


City Civil Service Commission. This letter, dated May 28, 1971, 
alleged that Los Angeles Police Department criminalist 


DeWayne Wolfer acted improperly in conducting ballistics tests 


and in testifying concerning evidence in the Sirhan case. 


Mrs. Blehr based her allegations on Mr. Wolfer's alleged viola- 


tion of four basic criminalistic "precepts" in. his conduct of 


ballistic examinations and in his testimony. The validity of 
these precepts -- not the validity of Mrs. Blehr's charges -- 


was attested to by three recognized criminalist experts. 


On June 4, 1971, District Attorney Joseph P. Busch announced 

the initiation of an independent -investigation into these 
charges. He stated, "Since this office was responsible for 

the prosecution of Sirhan B, Sirhan for the assassination of 
Senator Kennedy, it is incumbent upon us to conduct the investi- 
gation so that there will be no loss of confidence on the part 
of the jaie as to whether the facts presented in the courtroom 


were correct," 
FINDINGS 


The investigation by the District Attorney has concluded that 

the allegations of Barbara Warner Blehr concerning the procedures 
of DeWayne Wolfer in the Sirhan case are untrue. They appear. to 
be the result of inadequate examination of the trial record and 
incomplete investigation of the actions of Mr. Wolfer during 


this .case, 


CONDUCT OF THE INVESTIGATION 


` 


To assure thorough examination of the charges leveled by 


Mrs. Blehr, the District Attorney's Office interviewed 


2 


DeWayne Wolfer, Mrs. Blehr, William Harper (whom she named as 
her chief criminalist source), the three criminalists cited in 
her letter to the Civil Service Commission, eye-witnesses to 
the shooting in the pantry ‘of the Ambassador Hotel (who had 
been previously interviewed), and.other persons who claimed 
special knowledge of the incident. Thousands of pages of trial 
transcript were reviewed. And, attention was directed to the 
exhibits -- namely, the bullets -- which were called into ques- 


tion by Mrs. Blehr's charges, 
CONDITION OF. THE EXHIBITS 


When the District Attorney's Office turned its attention to the 
exhibits, it discovered that serious questions surrounded the 
handling of Sirhan trial exhibits by the Los Angeles County 
Clerk's Office. 


These questions were sufficient to suspend further investigative 
activity pending a Grand Jury inquiry into the Clerk's handling 
of the exhibits. Among the most serious of these questions was 
the violation of a continuing Superior Court order setting forth 


thé manner in which this evidence was to be handled. 


In a letter to the Board of Supervisors dated August 24, 1971, 
the Grand Jury expressed serious concern about the operations of 


the County Clerk's Office and stated: 


"Because the exhibits under the custody of the 
County Clerk's Office were handled, examined and 
photographed by unauthorized persons and mishandled 
by County Clerk exhibit personnel, there exists a 
reservation on the part of the 1971 Los Angeles 
County Grand Jury relating to the present integrity 
of the ballistics exhibits which were introduced 
.into evidence both during the Grand Jury presenta- 
tion on June 7, 1968, and during the subsequent 
trial of the defendant Sirhan B. Sirhan. Since 
this evidence is presently out of the jurisdiction 
of Los Angeles County, we are unable to substantiate 
these reservations." 
Following the District Attorney's extensive investigation into 
the handling of the exhibits and the Grand Jury inquiry, the in- 


vestigation into Mrs. Blehr's charges continued. 
SUMMARY 


The basic errors in the Blehr allegations stem from two related 
incidents: 

(1) L.A.P.D. criminalist DeWayne Wolfer mislabeled the envelope 
which was received in court as People's Exhibit No. 55, The en- 
velope contained three bullets test-fired by Mr. Wolfer from the 
gun taken from Sirhan B, Sirhan (Serial No. H53725). Mr. Wolfer 
mistakenly labeled the envelope with the serial number H18602. 
The latter is the serial number of an Iver-Johnson .22 calibre 
cadet model gun -- the same make and model as the weapon seized 
from Sirhan -- which Mr. Wolfer used for other Sirhan case tests 


on June 11, 1968, five days after he tested the Sirhan weapon. 
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On June 6, 1968, Mr. Wolfer recovered seven bullets which were 
test-fired into a water tank from the Sirhan gun (H53725). All 
seven bullets were compared with the bullet removed from the 
sixth cervical vertebra of Senator Kennedy. After making these 
comparisons, Mr. Wolfer positively identified the Sirhan gun as 
having fired the bullet removed from Senator Kennedy. 

Four of the seven test bullets were introduced before the Grand 
Jury as Grand Jury Exhibit No. 5-B on June 7, 1968, Three of 
the remaining bullets remained under lock and key in the custody 
of Mr, Wolfer for comparison with bullets not yet recovered 

from other Sirhan victims. These were the three bullets which 
later made up Exhibit No. 55 at the trial in the mislabeled en- 
velope, | | 

(2) Mr. Wolfer conducted two series of ballistic estu. The, ^ 
first was conducted on June 6, 1968, with the gun seized from: 
Sirhan B. Sirhan and the bullets from this test were used to | 
identify the bullets removed from the victims of the crime. 

The second tests were conducted on June 11, 1968, and Mr, Wolfer 
used a weapon obtained from the Property Division of L.A.P.D. | 
The use of this weapon (Serial No.. H18602) was necessitated by E 
the fact that Sirhan's weapon had been entered in evidence 
before the Grand Jury and a court order restricted its availa- 


bility. The second tests were conducted to determine sound 


L / : 


characteristics and to verify muzzle distance by examining gun- 
powder patterns. This gun was destroyed in July 1969 in accor- 


dance with State law. 


With the background of these two factors -- the mislabeling of 
the envelope and the instance of separate tests with separate. 
guns for separate ballistic purposes -- Mrs. Blehr's charges 


may be examined, 


(1) Mrs. Blehr alleges that Wolfer testified that Sirhan's gun — 
(Serial No. H53725) fired bullets into three victims and the 
envelope of Court Exhibit No. 55 indicates that another gun 
(Serial No. H18602) fired the three bullets removed from the 

. Victims, She further alleges that he thus violated the funda- 
mental. firearm identification "precept" that "positive identi- 
fication of an evidence bullet as having been fired from a 
particular gun and no other must be based on a comparison of 

the evidence bullet with a test bullet recovered frön the same 


evidence gun and no other." 


Our investigation reveals that the first allegation is the re- 
. sult of a mislabeled envelope and not the firing of another gun 


in the pantry of the Ambassador Hotel on June 5, 1968. Mr. Wolfer, 
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in fact, identified the bullets removed from three victims by 


comparing them with test bullets fired from Sirhan's gun. 


(2) The second allegation concerned Mr. Wolfer's violation 
of firearm "precept" number two: "The most accurate and 
reliable determination of the approximate distance between 
the muzzle and victim (excluding contact) based on powder 
pattern distribution must be made with the actual evidence 
gun and no other. It.is also important to use the same make 
and type ot ammunition, preferably from the same batch or lot 
number. (When the evidence gun is not available, a similar 
gun may be used but the validity of the test is always more 


questionable.)" 


In making muzzle distance tests -- because of the unavaila- 
bility of the Sirhan gun -- Mr. Wolfer used a gun of the same 
make and model (Iver-Johnson .22 calibre cadet) with a rela- 
tively close serial number (indicating proximity in time of 
manufacture) and identical ammunition from the same batch, 
purchased at the same gun shop where Sirhan purchased his 
ammunition. In his testimony, Mr. Wolfer insisted on dis- 
tance tolerances which take into account the fact that he did 


not have access to the Sirhan gun for the distance ‘test. 


Mr, Wolfer's testimony makes it clear that he did not violate 


"Precept 2" as alleged by Mrs. Blehr. 


(3) The third "precept" which Mr. Wolfer allegedly violated 
states, "The land and groove dimensions (part of the rifling 
specifications) may be identical or nearly identical between 


different firearms manufacturers.” - 


Mr. Wolfer's statement in court testimony that "different 
manufacturers have different rifling specifications" does not 
contradict the third "precept." He emphasized that his identi- 
fication of the bullets was based on other more particular 
characteristics, namely that the imperfections in the barrel 

of any firearm "produces a series of thousands of scratch 
marks" on.a bullet. And, he relied heavily on these particu- 
lar characteristics in making his identification -- clearly, 
attentive to the third "precept" of firearms identification 


as cited by Mrs. Blehr and clearly refuting this charge. 


(4) The final "precept" which Mr. Wolfer allegedly violated 
states: "Very similar copper coatings are used on many dif- 


ferent makes of lead revolver bullets." 


In his testimony, Mr. Wolfer did not rely solely on the 
characteristics of the alloy coating, but on other charac- 
teristics as well, to identify the bullets removed from the 
victims as Mini-Mag ammunition. However, laboratory tests 
of the alloy and its particular application to the bullets 


convinced him that it could only be Mini-Mag ammunition. 


It-should be noted that other evidence was introduced at 

the trial to prove that Sirhan B. Sirhan purchased such am- 
munition at the Lock, Stock & Barrel Gun Shop in San Gabriel . 
on June 1, 1968, and that he was seen firing these bullets at 


the San Gabriel Valley Gun Club range on June 4, 1968. 


(5) A subsequent charge by Mrs, Blehr that Mr. Wolfer false- 
ly stated his academic qualifications concerning a course in 
anatomy have been disproved by an affidavit from the University 
of Southern California which indicates that the disputed anatomy 
course simply had a different number when Mr. Wolfer went to 
college than it does today in the catalogue referred to by 


Mrs. Blehr, 
CONCLUSION 


(1) The investigation of the allegations contained in the 


letter of Barbara Warner Blehr to the Los Angeles City Civil . 


Service Commission uncovered serious errors in the charges of 


Mrs. Blehr. 


(2) Careful study of thesé errors and the facts in the situa- 
tion refute the allegations brought by Mrs, Blehr against 


DeWayne Wolfer, 


(3) The investigation uncovered a clerical error on the part 


of criminalist Wolfer. 


(4) The investigation raised serious questions concerning the 
present integrity of the exhibits in the Sirhan case because of 
the handling of the evidence by unauthorized persons while it 


was in the custody of the Los Angeles County Clerk. 


(5) No other relevant facts were uncovered by this investiga- 


tion, 


The evidence is now in the custody of the California Supreme | 
Court in San Francisco. The case of The People of the State of 
California v. Sirhan Bishara Sirhan is now on appeal before the 
California Supreme Court with the California Attorney General 
representing the People and Luke McKissack and Godfrey Isaac . 


for the defense, 
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Copies of this report will be sent to the Los Angeles County 
Board of Supervisors, the Attorney. General of California, 


Messrs. McKissack and Isaac, the Los Angeles Police Department. 


A copy of the Grand Jury's letter concerning the present in- 
tegrity of the exhibits will be forwarded to the Chief Justice 
of the California Supreme Court, which now has custody of the 


exhibits. 
PERSONAL COMMENTS 


During the past four months, I took the unusual action, as 
District Attorney, of completely reviewing the evidence of a 
murder which was committed three-and-a-half years ago before . 
the eyes of many people. This step was taken because of the | 
special nature of this event as a stifling public tragedy. A 
measure of its impact is the continuing and fruitless search 
by many citizens to find a more rational basis for this sense~ 


less act.. 


On -April 17, 1969, twelve citizens sat in a jury box and found 
Sirhan Bishara Sirhan guilty of murder. At that time, I was 
personally convinced of the rightness of that verdict. Now, 
two-and-a-half years later, after having completely reviewed ' 


the evidence which has been amassed, I still am totally E 
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(Priority) 1] 


. Walters. 
. SOYalS momo | 


RE: ALLEGATIONS REGARDING ERROR IN BALLISTIC 
TESTS IN SIBHAN CASE. 


Re Los Angeles airtel to the Bureau, 7/2/71. 


As set forth in referenced communication, JOHN E. 
HOWARD, Chief Deputy District Attorney of Los Angeles County, 
advised on 7/2/71, that he did not expect that the 
investigation into this matter by the District Attorney's 
Office would be completed for at least one month. C 
bw 


On 7/10 and 7/11/71, articles appeared in the 
Los Angeles press quoting District Attorney JOSEPH P. BUSCH, JR. 
to the effect that. exhibits from the trial of SIRHAN "have not 
been properly protected and have been directly handled by 
numerous persons." 


Further, District Attorney BUSCH is quoted "we 
currently are in the midst of an investigation to determine 
whether there has been any intentional or unintentional 
tampering with the key exhibits involved in the trial, 
including the murder weapon and the bullets taken from, the 


body of Senator KENNEDY." [Reesg? A-5577 -LEI - 
qu 20 AUG 4 1971 
- Bureau n 
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, OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY 


BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION. 
524 NORTH SPRING STREET 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 
: 626-3888 
JOSEPH P. BUSCH, JR., DISTRICT ATTORNEY GEORGE R. STONER, ener 
JOHN E, HOWARD, CHIEF DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
GORDON JACOBSON, ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEY May 5, 1971 


na 
J. Edgar Hoover, Chief 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D. C. 


J 
In reply please refer to 
Sherwin Podolsky, CPA 
Accountant-Auditor, D.A. 


Dear Sir: 


Our office is currently making a salary study for its 
Accountant-Auditors who investigate criminal and commer- 
cial frauds. Because their positions are so unusual, we 
respectfully request your assistance in providing infor- 
mation for the study. 


We would appreciate information on the following: 

(1) Job descriptions, official titles, and current salary 
ranges for each level of accounting or auditing positions 
involved in investigating commercial or criminal frauds 


(2) The minimum requirements for entry to each level of 
position 


(3) The number of budgeted personnel authorized for each 
class of positions 


In reply please use the enclosed self-addressed stamped, ogg Ao] 
envelope. Your assistance is sincerfPy appreciate, c { 
Very gal yours ,. 


-ù WY 13 1971 TE 
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5" E JOSEPH: OSEPH. PHSRUSCH, JR. 


¿su ien $ p "up ac 
Kalli Xp 


denies d 
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July 1, 1975 
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fi: Mrs. Joseph. vA usen 
! 1619 Chetney Drive 
West Covina, California 91790 


Dear Mrs. Busch: 


F 


My associates and I were indecd sorry to 
learn of the untimely death of your husband and extend 7 
our heartfelt sympathy. We hope you can find solace VA 
in the fond memories you treasure of the good times —Á 
you had together. I want you to know that the thoughts 
and prayers of all his many friends in the FBI are with 


: -T you. l 
= 19 z 
H rel! » 
^O a May God bless you RE your family. 
= uni rad C- O nL ] f= > 
3 ME Sincerely, 2 A SRY) — Q 
E De E Lets! 
> RU NC 
uc | e 7 JUL 3 1975 
l - Los Angeles 4. A €— — 
Reurtelcal and Bucal 6-24 15. — 
P 
pue "A, Ltt 


NOTE: Mr. Busch was the District Attor of Los Angeles 
County. Bufiles indicate nothing derogatory regarding 
him. He has met the Director on several occasions in 

connection with the District Attorney's Association. 
Ássot Dit, a 
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Director Serty m. MAIL ROOM CZ] TELETYPE UNIT (C) GPO 934.545 


wi John Jay X'ordon 


We do maintain a listing of those contributors who 
co ‘ot desire to be cxpoditiousiy notified in these Instances an 
your office will bo added to this listing. Hercafter, when an 
inc.vidaal on whom you have placed a wanted notice ls arrested, 
you will be advised by letter. 


also commented in his letter that should 
you receive a bill for the telegram in question it will ba 
redirected to the FBI for payment. We will accept it and pay 
for it In your behalf. l 


Sincerely yours, 


1 Raeor Hoovet 


John Edgar Hoover 
Director 
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4 al , n ^ Y E , 4 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES : RS 
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICICATTORNEY 
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
$24 NORTH SPRING STREEY 


LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 
- AÍSLA Rae 


626-3888 ; 

JOSEPH P, BUSCH, JR., DISTRICT ATTORNEY GEORGE R. STONER, CHIEF 
JOHN E, HOWARD, CHIEF DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY Ma 4 8 4 4 

GORDON JACOBSON, ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEY hay , 97 


Mr. Joseph K. Ponder, C.P.A. . 
Special Agent in Charge 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Third Avenue and 69% Street 
New York, New York 


In reply please refer to ^ . .— 
Sherwin Podolsky, C.P.A. 
Accountant-Auditor, D.A. 


Dear Sir: 


Qur office is currently making a salary study for its 
Accountant-Auditors who investigate criminal and commer- 
cial frauds. Because their positions are so unusual, we 
respectfully request your assistance in providing infor- 
mation for the study. 


We would appreciate information on the following: _ _ 

(1) Job descriptions, official titles, and current salary 
ranges for each level of accounting or auditing positions 
involved in investigating commercial or criminal frauds 


(2) The minimum requirements for entry to each level of 
position 


(3) The number of budgeted personnel authorized for each 
class of.positions. 


In reply please use the enclosed self-addressed stamped 
envelope. Your assistance is sincerely appreciated. 


Very up Apr. JUN on 
. OSEPH pXtuscu, JR a 
puts rict Attorn inc 
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October 5, 1973 


Joseph P. Rusch, Esq. ^ J 

District Attorney of 
geles, County 

18- Y al Courts Building 

,210 West Temple Street 

Los Angeles, California 290012 

ELA ADAN LUCA A et riui 


Los ANAELES Cea, 


penc Pe ail 


Los ANBELES, CALIF 
Dear Mr. Busch: aie 


The American Bar Association (ABA) and the 
International Association of Chiefs of Police are planning 
a national symposium on the ABA Standards Relating to the 
Urban Police Function, and the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
is cooperating in this endeavor. This symposium will be held 
October 28 - 30, 1973, at the FBI Academy, Quantico, Virginia, 
and will bring together leading representatives from the criminal 
justice system. You are most cordially invited to attend and 
participate in this important project. 


The primary objective of this symposium is to develop 
through discussion groups an acceptable and practical strategy; Y 
for implementing these ABA Standards as a means of improving M 
the effectiveness and quality of our criminal justice system. d 
As indicated in the attached program, several speakers will i 
be featured. 


A representatíve of the PBI will be in personal 
contact with you for confirmation of this invitation and to 
help you make travel arrangements. Expenses incurred relative 
‘to your attendance will be paid by the FBI. 


ue. 


t 


I look forward to seeingRibiilat the symposium. 


CIDE 


Maa 


Sincerely yours, 


TDH :ayr 


Q. M. Kelley, 
6) NE 


14 OCT 5 1973 


i 


Clarence M. Kelley 
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a AR | Direc A í ; 
l i l| PU. (C SEE NOTE PAGE TWO | 


Seo o NY 
MAIL ROOM TELETYPE UNIT) 


Joseph P. Busch, Esq. 


NOTE: Re Jenkins to Callahan memo captioned, "Implementation 
of Urban Police Standards Prepared by American Bar 
Association -- International Association of Chiefs of 

: Police Symposium," dated 9/21/73, TDH:jms. 
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UNITED STATES E, M 


Memorandum Eon 


Exe, Affairs manm 


. Files & Com -ma 
e) : Mr. Walsh DATE: October 31, 1973 
SUBJECT: JOSEPH Pa SCH Yu p^ tad ers ; 
~DISTRICT_ALTORNEY W Pies sé yiia 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 


Implementation of Urban Police Eu prepared by 
the American Bar Association - IACP Symposium was held at the Academy 
on October 28 through lunch on October 30, 1973. At about 12:45 p. m. on 
October 30 the captioned individual, while walking on the walkway between 
the Dining Room Building and the Agents! Dormitory Building, was splashed 
with hot tar by workers on the roof of the walkway getting on Mr. Busch's 
head and suit. Mr. Busch was immeidately taken to the nurse who advised 
that he be taken to the Naval Hospital on the Marine Corps Base for 
emergency treatment. He was taken to the hospital and the tar removed, 
and it was found that he had a slight burn on his head from the tar. Mr. Busch 
Stated that he didn't think he was hurt by the tar but that it was evident his 


suit was ruiried;) OK? 
1 i 


The work was being done on the roof by employees of the 


4 
4 
l 
Mathy Company," 3900 Pickett Road, Fairfax, Virginia, telephone number 
| 232-0200;. I talked to the outside superintendent satura b 
Q 


advised me that-the company will forward the necessary insurance forms 
to Mr. Busch in Los Angeles and the matter will be taken care of by them. ' 
This informatiomhas been furnished to Mr. Busch. 


I will follow to see that AY carries out its obligations ' 


to Mr. Busch in the matter. It is believed that this should be made a matter 
of record in the Bureau in the event of any pertinent development. 


RECOMMENDATION: yes Y (2-52 Zo- Il 
Submitted for information. NOV 8 1973 
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TO : DIRECTOR, FBI . DATE: 7/31/74 
Attn: Office of Legal Counsel 


:¡ADIC, LOS ANGELES (1-916) 


ó 
as CONCERNING Atte rw ey CALIF, 


CTIVITIES OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 


oo. wo eÀÀ 


Enclosed find one Xerox copy each of "D. A, 
REPORT By JOSEPH P, BUSCH, District Attorney", dated s/n, 
and "D.A.'S REPORT By JOSEPH P, BUSCH, District Attorney", 
dated 7/26/74 e 


Enclosures disseminated by JAY BERMAN, Press 
N. Secretary, indicate activities of the Los Angeles County 
District Attorney's Office which would conceivably be of 
interest to the Office of Legal Counsel. 


be made by the District Attorney" s Office, which might be of 


/ The report of 7/19/74, indicates training films to 
[ ínterest to the Bureau. 


The report of 7/26/74, sets out a recent Court of 
| Appeal decision, which should be of interest to all Bureau 


legal instructors. 
The above have been submitted for the information L 
of the Bureau. AA - 
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District Attorney MEE : i July 19, 1974 


18000 Criminal Courts Building ' 
210 West Temple Street i* FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
Los Angeles, California 90012 | i 


Sl erman, Press Secretary , l 
974-3528 epl 07 o ; €— 2n 
l D.A.'S REPORT 
WES os || . Sy JOSEPH P. BUSCH 
dE .District Attorney MEE 


The District Attorney's Office is going into the motion picture 
business. | 

We have received a grant from the federal government to produce 
three 30-minute training films which will be shown to incoming deputies 
in our office and will be available to other agencies which wish to 
use inem. " 

The objective is to produce a series of films which will aid in 
the teaching of effective trial skills and techniques. We applied 
Mor the grant through the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act 
because we believe there is a great need. Tnis is not something you 
learn in law school. Prosecutors traditionally have had no training 

* in trial procedure until they actually have gone to court. 

The first film, for which Dep. Dist. Atty. Robert Sills of my 
Planning and Training Division is preparing the script, will deal with 


direct examination of witnesses, The second will be on the subject of 
cross examination. The third will include all the nonwitness aspects 


e 


of a trial, among them opening statements, closing arguments and possibly 
jury selection. o ME 1 x 


more 


Ct | | . 


folum rns 
> Y a 

We hope to show new prosecutors through these films such things 

as how to approach a eses how to present evidence and how to take 


the witness through examination. 


The questions asked by prosecutors--and we intend to use actual 


prosecutors, not actors--will not be the sort one often hears" on tele- 


vision dramas. They will be realistic from a legal, prosecutorial 
standpoint. The only dramatization will be the crime which is cidos 
as the basis for the subsequent arrest and court action. 


The films will be valuable to this office for use internally and 


at training seminars sponsored by the Southern California Counties 
District Attorneys Association, where they will take the"place of much 
longer Eee tures: and thus allow cine for workshop dise usetons of their 
contents. ^ 
They also will be available to other prosecutorial agencies,' 
including police departments. Because they.will deal with ‘trial 
techniques, rather than specific law, eheyeeise will be suitable for 
use in other states. | ; 
We will fake PENTE of the films available to ieee agencies 
along with written supplementary materials. | oo, E 
The $108,000 grant covers the production of. all three color 


films. We believe they will be complete sometime during the summer of 
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District Attorney Joseph P. Busch will answer your questions l 
about his office and about the entire criminal justice system in, p 
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' future columns. Please send your questions to District Attorney's 
. „Office, 18000 Criminal Courts Heres 210 West Temple Street, 
| Los Angeles ANE i 
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District Attorney Joseph P. Busch ` July 26, 197% 
18000 Criminal Courts Building ' 
210 West Temple Street . i For Immediate Release 


Los Angeles, California 90012 


Jay Pan; News Secretary i ; a 
974-3528 l 
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D.A.'s REPORT 


. ^ By JOSEPH P. BUSCH 
District Attorney 


À high school or junior high school student who walks around the 
campus. with his pockets bulging can legally be asked by school 
officials to submit to a search. l 

A recent Court of Appeal decision clarified this type of case, 
which in the past few years of increasing drug abuse has become quite 
common. l 


In the case in question, a high schol vice principal had received 


| 
| 
i 
i 


anonymous information that a certain student was selling drugs on the 
campus. He called the student into his office, informed him of his 

Bunpecsone and told him to empty his pockets, along with a leather. 
pouch he wore on his belt. , ded a —""- ` " 25x. > | 

The student showed the official $20 which was in the pouch, but 
refused to empty his pockets. When the vice principal attempted to | 
search him, the boy resisted. 

The vice principal called the juvenile division of the local po 
department and asked for assistance. The officer who answered the call * 
searched the boy without further resistance end found a large quantity 
of drugs in his pockets, wrappeu in separate packages,as though for sale. 
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a able cause. 
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_ was the opinion of the Court that this section authorizes school 


: ducting a criminal investigation," his conduct would have been improper. 


: But-the Court found tnat.the. offiéer ‘Was dot. acting'on his own behalf, a 


specified that, if the officer who discovered the drugs had been con- 
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f ‘The boy was made a ward of Juvenile Court, but appealed the order, 


A 
/contending that the search was unlawful because of insufficient prob- 


NE 
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The Court of Appeal —T the m referring to a section of 
the Education Code which authórizes school officials to suspend a 


student for the on-campus “sale of narcotics or dangerous drugs. It 


officials to conduct searches of students, and that furthermore such 


searches are not covered by the rules normally ApPixenbeo to searches 


voro 


by law enforcement authorities. AT IE 


F 


The Court ruled that the school officials — have some cause | 


"to conduct a search, but not necessarily probable cause. It was 


$ $ 
oa m e 
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but at the request of the school officials. 
Requests from school officials for police assistance have become 

commonplace. To come within the, broader rules of search, officers 

must. be careful to confine their efforts within the requests of the 

"officials to avoid problems of unreasonable search and seizure. Of iE 

course, if after arriving on campus, an officer obtains sufficient 


probate cause, he may conduct a search based on his own initiative. 


. 
Li n " " 


EJ 


District Attorney Joseph P. Busch will answer your questions about his 
office and about the entire criminal justice system in future columns. 
'Please send your questions to District Attorney! s Office, 18000 Crim-; © 
inar Courts Building, 210 West Temple SERO „bos Angeles 90012. 
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3m M COUNTY OF_J,OS GELES "v. 
GI OFFICE OF THE: E 20 
; BUREAU OF, BRANCH AND AREA OPERATIONS 


4 
LONG BEACH, CALIFOR 802 à 
t 432-0411 


JOSEPH P. BUSCH, DISTRICT ATTORNEY " 
JOHN E. HOWARD, CHIEF DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
SORDON JACOBSON, ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEY M ay 23 " 1975 


Assoc. Dir. 
Dep.-A.D.-Adm 
Dep-A.D-Inv. PÓ i 
Asst Din: — (b7C 


Federal Bureau of Investigation ' 
Washington D.C. 


Attn:  Fugitive Desk 


Gentlemen: 


* 


On January I l our specialæasnta — | 
| e e d FBI office New Orleans, pursu 
a federa ugitive war effectuated the arrest of 
: LLL] Your agents sepe e foxtensive constitutional 
| rights and then obtained an excellent, detailed confession 
from him as to his commission of the crime in Long Beach, 
California, which was the basis of the federal fugitive warrant. 


| The defense attorney moved to suppress the coi 


| eral gro i California prosecution of i 1 
o, case no. in the Superior Court of the State ot- P ec 
i California, for the County of Los Angeles. The defense motio rm S 


defendant was apprised of his constitutional rights; and tke 
manner in which your agents testified at the hearing to sup- 
press the confession. i 


was not successful due to the thorough manner in which the f bs = 
= 
Y 


VW: 
The defendant,|  ]was convicted on May 21, 1975, as 


charged, of assaults with a deadly weapon by use of a firearm. 


This conviction carries a penalty of from years~to, Life ings 
| the state prison. be awe e Lg 
Bs / 


This conviction may well not have been possible Bt jars 2he75 U H 

excellent work of your special agents in the arrest, advisement 
of rights, obtaining of a complete confession, and te Limo Dije 
in Long Beach, California, in the heaping to suppress the con- 


fession and in the jury trial itself. 


We appreciate your help and zooperation in the furthera of 
our.society's interest in is criminal justice system. ; 


| ' ery truly yours, 
UNTY OF LOS ANGELES Fn P. BUSCH TEM ee 
FFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY - r | 
305 LONG BEACH COUNTY BUILDING 


415 WEST OCEAN BOU "P ec a 
LONG BEACH, CALIFORNIA ones Nay i ON i 
AA. es 


April 9, 1971 
G2 -t2u0/— AIRMAIL 


Mr. John Jay Ferdon 
VistrictaAttorney 

880 Bryant Stree 

San Francisco, California 94103 


Lear Mr. Ferdon: 


116, 1971, this Bureau received a letter from 
Administrative Assistant in your office, 
enclosing a copy of a telegram which had been dispatched by our 


Identification Division on March 26, 1971, reporting the arrest 

voí[ — — O stated in his ketter that your 
office was not authorized to accept collect telegrams and 

requested that future telegrams not be sent collect. d 


For your information, your office requested that a 


wanted notice be placed against the fingerprint record of 
| bn March 6, 1970, for "failure to provide." 
On March 24, 1971, a fingerprint card was received from Police 


y MAILED 2/ pr pêpartment "Ham ton, Virginia, reporting the arrest of 
on 5 (— March 20, 1971, for making false statemont 
APRU to obtain unemployment compensation. This fingerprint card was 


identified with 2 prior arrest record of [ _] maintained under 
in view of your wanted notice which had been 
piaced against this fingerprint record, the collect telegram was 


sent to your office so that you would be expedition sly advised of r 
9 the arrest of[ _] This Is the normal procedure used in the 
e Identification Division in responding to contributors who have 


placed wanted notices in cur files. Your office has never advised 
th is Eurcau in the past that you do not desire to be notified by 
M E odios means when an individual is arrested and on whom you 


eno N 3 A-5977 / Q2 E: 


Sigo» avnave previously placed a wanted notice, 

Calakan Sy 

as —À— ` + ^ 

Corio. ë EWW: slpa% V. Y 
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Baie = 9 NOTE: ‘See memorandum to Mr. Walters from Eugene W. Whitwam & 

ere T App dated 4-8-71. EWW:slp Y, ES 
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